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ing reaction that takes place by the introduction of sulflmc acid t» the sluny. TTus 
. feature of applicant's invention wherein the remaining sodium s.il&te acts as a 
he formation of the carbonaceous crystals that chamcteri« the iniemal crystalline 
omentitlous matrixes. See applicant's specification at page 5, lines 26-27 and at 



!-5. 



■.irast to applicant's claimed invention, both Jaauesetnl and hsoi wash their 
Tics. See Iwii, column 1, lines 52-57 and iagii^euL column 5. lines 19-23. In 
: 'juesgLaL and Iwu teach washing of the sluiry four times. 

^•r, Im, in column 1 , line 25, teaches away from use of sulftiric acid because IvQi 
hloride from hydrochloric acid and does not get catalyzing sodium sulfate, as 
II applicant's claims. 

■ aspect to Jaqw^S ^^aL, that patent "digests" silica on: without mentioning pH, 
of any sodium hydroxide, or sodium sulfate formation. 
.11 ion, neither Jague? et ^[, nor hvu teaches the step of pulverizing bauxite tailings 
bauxite tailings into a generally homogenous powder sufficiently fine to generally 



p; i 1 6 mesh screen, as provided in applicant's claims. Jaouesetal. also does not 



:ofthe bauxite tailings as water is added to the tailings. See also applicant's 
sr . "page 2, lines 26-27; page 3, lines 1-27 and page 4, lines 1-9. 

:t h anticipated only if each and every element as set forth In the claim is found, 
:y or inherently described, in a single prior art reference, Verdeyaal Bros, v Unioi) 
iliJmia, 814 F.2d. 628, 631, 2 USPQ 2d. 1051. 1053 (Fed, Cir. 1987) and MPEP 

'^nticai invention must be shown in as complete detail as is contained in the claim. 
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' - SuMi Mptor rompRny , 868 F.2d. 1226. 1236, 9 USPQ 2d. 19^3, 1920 (Fed. Cir. 
1I»EP §2131. 

-ablish prima fade obviousness of a claimed invention, all the chiim limitations 
M or suggested by the prior art. See JnreRnvk« 490 F.2d 981 , 1 80 USPQ 580 
• >. All words in a claim must be conssidered in judging the patentability of that claim 
' 'or art. See fa re Wilson . 424 F.2d 1 382. 1 65 USPQ 494, 496 (CCPA 1 970). and 

.03. 

mdcpendent claim is non-obvious under 35 USC 103, then imy chiim depending 
..>n-obvious. See In re Fjnc. 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ 2d 1596 (Fe d. Cir. 1988), 
03. 

0 reasons stated above, reconsideration of this application and allowance of new 
is respectAiily requested. 

Respectfully submitted* 
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